GOOD NEIGHBOUR

popular cry, c Down with the slums/ has been taken
up by the Church and many religious bodies, by politi-
cians, local bodies, busybodies, and any other crank
who thinks he can * down * something. The Archbishop
of Canterbury, the head of the Church of England, has
said, c Do away with the slums/ but he does not add
that there should be equitable compensation when that
is being done. The Ecclesiastical Commissioners have
some of the worst slums in the country. As a churchman
I cannot conceive how the head of the Church can say,
' Clear out the slums; hang everybody else/ That is
what it amounts to."

This zealous, if inelegant, pronouncement is handi-
capped by an erroneous statement. In the majority of
cases, the Ecclesiastical Commissioners do not possess
slum property; they hold the sites by lease, but, at
the present time, are not in a position to deal with the
buildings on the sites.1 Nor are the words which
the speaker has put into the Archbishop of Canterbury's
mouth any more convincing as a fair representation of
Dr. Lang's views than they are as an impersonation.
Indeed, the demonstration as a whole left an impression
of inaccuracy and lack of discipline, not to say of
sheer bad temper.

One speaker complained that no differentiation had
been made between the owner-occupier and the ruthless
extortioner, and it may be readily admitted that such a
distinction should always be made. The truth remains
that the owner of slum property ipso facto has put himself
in the position of being regarded as an extortioner.
Whereas the movement towards reformed housing
should have started from his camp, he has waited for
others to put it on foot. Thanks in large measure to the
Prince's whole-hearted support, the movement has
gathered great momentum in a comparatively shott
period; so much so that the slum owner, taking fright,

1 In most of the cases where they own the actual slum property
they are carrying out rebuilding schemes.
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